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Kr* Williaa O. MlXl«r 
Staff Director 

Senate Select Cotsaittee to Study 

Govemaental ^>erations With Respect 
to Intelligence Activities 
G-308 

OirJesen Senate Office Building 
Washington* D. C* 20S10 

Dear Kr. Miller t 

On July 20* 1976* jack Fuller of the Attorney 
General *8 office* an attorney from the Office of 
legal Counsel and I met with James Johnston* a 
former Churcdi Coxaaittse staff member. Mr. Johnston 
had asked for the meeting to determine the interest 
the Department of Justice may have with respect to 
information developed* but not published* by the 
Churdh CooBaittee concerning the assassination of 
Presichmt ICannedy. 


After Mr. Johnston was informed that the Depart- 
ment of Justice had an interest in this information 
in connection with our responsibility to enforce 
federal criminal laws* he said that the Information 
was of three general sorts t 

(1) Information pertaining to contacta 
between Lee Barvey Oswald and anti- 
Caetro groups. 

(2| xnfoxmation pertalnix^ to decisions 
by federal officials not to be 
«itirely candid with the Warren 
CooBiasion. 

cc : ^^ecords 

RLK 

Jack Fuller 

(T. 9/15/76) 

RLK:mal 


m 



- 2 - 


(3) Znfomatioo coBcamixtg plot« by tha 
Qkiitad 8tat«s G ovarn aant againat 
fidal Caatro tdiidi aay have had soaM 
ralation to tha aaaaaalxiation* 

Mr. Johaatoa aaid ha vould raconend to S«nator 
Gary Bart that tha Saoator anggaat that tha Saaata 
Salact Coonittaa on Intalllganca tom ovar any 
inforaation in its possaaaioo in thaaa areas to tha 
Dapartaant* 

Wa do not knov vhat actioa^ if any, tha Comalttaa 
has taken. Wa do faal that va smat raqaeat that any 
inforstation of tlw sort Mr. Jcdmston described or 
information otharvlsa relevant to tha Department of 
Jhstica*8 responsibilities in this matter in tha 
Ccmaodittae * a possassioo be turned over to the Depart- 
ment as soon as possible. 


Sincerely, 


Bobart I*. Kawch 
Daputy Assistant 
Attoxnay Ganaral 


OPTlOt^AL rOf^M NO. 10 
«ULr 1073 EOlTION 
CSA^PMR (41 CFR) 101.11.0 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


TO : 

Bob Keuch 

date: Sept 

FROM r ■ 

'Jack Fuller 


subject: 




Here is the draft of the letter on the Kennedy 
assassination materials. Let me know what you think. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON'. D.C. 20535 



1976 


Governor Andrus of Idaho referred a copy of your 
research report on the Assassination of President Kennedy to 
the Department of Justice. Assistant Attorney General 
Richard L. Thornburgh, Criminal Division, Department of 
Justice, referred the report to this Bureau for study and 
response. 


Vie have studied, in detail, the material contained 
in your report. The witnesses whose testimony you make 
reference to were attempting to recall events that occurred 
months before. It is true, as you point out, that there 
were some discrepancies in their testimony, particularly as 
to dates. These discrepancies, however, are typical of 
those found in any recording of recollections of different 
persons relating to the same event, after the passage of time. 


As you are aware, the President's Commission on the 
Assassination of President Kennedy considered the testimony 
of over 500 witnesses and examined all of the available evidence, 
including that upon which your report is based. After carefully 
considering all of the available material and, in some cases, 
making note of discrepancies of the type you point out, the 
Commission reached conclusions to which all members subscribed. 


Copies of this letter are being furnished to the 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division, Department of 
Justice, and to Governor Andrus of Idaho. 



Assistant Attorney 
Criminal Division 


Sincerely yours, 



1 - Honorable Cecil D. Andrus 
The Governor of Idaho 
Boise, Idaho 83700 
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Typed i 5/5/76 


ipeciai Couaaei tor Int^JLlig^&ce 
Coord ma ti-on 

aichard L, Thoraburgh 
f*3siataat Attorney G*nerai 


MM ^ 0^976 

BI»T:i>LLE:JSRt jad 


Cri&iiaal Division 

Senate Select Co^ittec Eecuest tor Documents Relating to 
> ssaaslas^ tion os Preaid<?nt K&naedv and clA Plota .Against Castro 



Thi« is in response to year aemorandrua of April 29, 1376, 
subject as above, raguesting arrangement of an appropriate 
r;::spoBse on the above subject. The Select Cooaictee'a first 
request was for ‘'delivery of all docuneots in the Department 
of Justice 'iflectronic :*arveillance files relating to tho 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy." Our information 
is that the only such surveillance conducted -sss in regard to 
i>ie.rina Oswald. Chief Justice Warren requested this surveillance 
through the Attorney General, The Criiainal Division would not 
have been privy to this transaction. Accord ingl'j to th« axtent 
there raay have been a record thereof iadttpendsne of the general 
liio on the assassination, the Office ot tha Attorney Gwacral 
would be the approprlsta source for the inforatation. 



Access was also requested to the Department cf Justice file 
or files containing FbX letterhead aieiBoranda as follows i 

(a) “Central Intelligence Agency's Intention to Send Hoodiums 
to Cuba to Assasainatc Castro," dated March 6, 1367; and 

(b) ssassinatiott of President Kennedy, Rei lafomaticn 
3\ippiiad by sdwsrd ?, Morgan," d"tcd March 21, 1967. Thote 
itbcoar^nda are contained la DJ fils no. 129—11. Mr. QIackhurst 
of your office has inforajaily advised Mr, Ei^inson Oi the 

4 : ialn al Division that the telnet Coaoitta has already had 
access to that file, Accordingly, no reason appears for denial 
of the furthtr access the Coa»ittec aeeka to that file. 


Records 
Gen. Cxiiaes 
Robinson (a) 
Thornburgh 
Boyd 
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 


APR 2 9 1976 


Richard L. Thornburgh 
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. 

Special Counsel for Intelligence 
Coordination 

Senate Select Committee Request for Documents 
Relating to Assassination of President Kennedy 
and CIA Plots Against Castro 

Attached is a letter from the Senate Select 
Committee dated April 28, 1976, requesting delivery 
of certain Departmental documents and access to 
certain Departmental files. We would appreciate^ 
your arranging for an appropriate response to this 
request . 

If the person assigned to this has any questions, 
please have him contact Mr. Steven Blackhurst of my 
staff (ext. 5211). 


TO : 


FROM: 


SUBJECT: 








aa to 



rRANK CHURCH. IDAHO, CHAIRMAH « 

,’OHN G. TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN 
PHIUP A. HART. MICH. HOWARD H, JR„ TENN. 

WALTER F. MQNOALE, MINN. BARRT GOLOW ARtZ. 

WALTFR Hlinr t.ZSTON, KY. CHARLES MC C HIAS, JR., MO. 

* ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCH.«blKER, PA. 

GARY HART, COLO. 

WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR 
FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEl, 

CURTIS R. ;.MOTHEns, MINORITY COUNSEL 


'TliCmfcb ^crux{c 

SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
(pursuant to S. res. 21. 94TH CONGRESS) 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 


April 28, 1976 


Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq. 

Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination 
Office of the Deputy Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Dear Mike: 


access 

before 


The Senate Select Committee requests delivery or 
(as indicated) of the following materials on or 


Tuesday, May 4, 1976 


1. Delivery of all documents in the Department 
of Justice electronic surveillance files 
relating to the assassination of President 
John F. Kennedy. 


2. Access to the Department of Justice file or files 
which contain the following FBI letterhead 
memorandtims : 


(a) Director, FBI, to Attorney General, 
captioned "Central Intelligence Agency's 
Intention to Send Hoodlums to Cuba to 
Assassinate Castro," dated March 6, 1967; 

(b) "Assassination of President Kennedy,". . 

"Re: Information Supplied by Edward P. 

Morgan"; dated March 21, 1967. 


If there are any questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact either myself or Mike Epstein. 











STATE OF IDAHO 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

CECIL D ANDRUS BOISE 

GOVERNOR 

April 15, 1975 


The Honorable Edward H. Levi 
United States A.ttorney General 
Department of Justice 
’■'Washington, D.C. 20530 

Dear General Levi : 
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A constituent of mine who also is a member of the journalistic 
profession in my state for%>?arded on to me a report which he 
purports documents what he believes to be proof of a so-called 
"domestic conspiracy in the assassination of President Kennedy." 
He has asked that I forward this material on to you for scrutiny 
by the appropriate officials in your department. 


Let me make it clear that I am not endorsing his report or his 
findings, I am merely adhering to his request to forward his 
report on to your office. He feels m.y forwarding on his report 
to you might insure that his reoort is treated v^ith more 
deference and respect than if he were merely to submit it 
himself . 


I would hope that an appropriate subordinate of yours will 
read the document, analyze it and in view of the Uarren Com 
mission's findings, appropriately respond to him. 


In advance, let me thank you for your time and consideration. 


Cpl 
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Warren Commission Investigation 


The successful "April 23" deception 


The following is an analysis of public documents of un- 
questionable validity to Illuminate three facets of the JFK 
assassination, as follows: 

1. The existence of a conspiracy. 

2. The existence of a cover-up during Commission hearings. 

3. Identity of a prime instigator of the crime. 

All documents cited are found in the Warren Commission 
volumes. Those referred to in this report are located by 
volume and page number for convenient checking. 

Background 


During her first testimony before the Commission, Feb. 3-6, 
1964 (1), Marina Oswald aci-mowledged that her husband bought a 
mail order rifle on har. 20, 1963 and, on the evening of April 
10, used it in a sniper attempt on the life of Gen. Mwin 
Walker at the general's Dallas home. 

At this time the Oswald family was living at 214 W, Neely St. 
in Dallas. Oswald had lost his job at the photo lab, daggers, 
Chiles, Stovall, on April 6, four days before the Walker event. 

As throughout her testimony, Karina was consistently vague 
on specific dates. She said her husband went to Nev; Orleans 
after the Walker incident and she went to live with Krs, Huth 
Paine, whom she had met at a party in February. 'She was so 
vague on the events of April that the dates of these two changes, 
Oswald's departure for New Orleans and her removal to Mrs. 

Paine's home in Irving, were not revealed. 

The rent on the Neely St. apartment was paid through Mayl. 

At the close of her testimony, Marina was asked repeatedly 
if, to her knowledge, Oswald had threatened violence to any 
other public figure. She repeatedly denied it. 

Karina's belated recollection 


Two weeks later, on Feb. 22, 1964, the Washington POST quoted 
th^ Houston POST to the effect that Marina had recalled another 
incident in which Oswald had threatened the life of a well 
known public figure, (2) 

On Feb. 25 she was interviewed by the FBI about the report 
and now stated that, on Arril 23 . 1963, Oswald had read the morn- 
ing paper, then got dressed, took out his pistol, and Indicated 
that the "Vice President" was in Dallas and that he was going 
downtown to try to shoot him. ( 3 ) 
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Kari,na said she assumed he meant former "Vice President" 

Nixon. She stated that she persuaded her husband to give h?r 
the pistol and kept him confined in the bathroom for three 
hours, though there was no lock on the outside of the door. 

The FBI waa deeply unimpressed by the story. There were no 
witnesses and its credibility rested entirely upon harina's 
v:ord. IVhen the report reached Washington it was largely ignored 
and received no publicity. 

Why was the "April 23" stor?/- ignored? 

In the first place, Osvfald had already been identified as a 
domestic tyrant who dominated his wife and beat her when he was 
so inclined. Kis docility on April 23 was beyond belief. 

In addition, both the FBI and the Secret Service had tried 
without success to establish. Osv/ald' s whereabouts during the two 
weeks following the Walker incident on April 10 . They had been 
unable to find any evidence that he was in Dallas after April 12:, 
when he cashed his last pay check from the photo lab (4) and 
applied for unemployment benefits at the Dallas office of the 
Texas Employment Commission. (5) 

Other than that, there were no job applications, no follow-up 
on his unemployment claim, no postal or Hnancial transactions , 
no persons who recalled seeing him after April 12. 

The Secret Service concluded that "he must have left Dallas 
sometime between April 12 and April 29", when he was known to 
have applied for interstate UC benefits in New Orleans. They 
listed his address from April 12 to 29 as "757 French St., New 
Orleans," the home of his aunt and uncle, the Murretts. (6) 

Thus, even at this point, Marina's "Nixon" story had all the 
earmarks of calculated perjury, since logic and all other evi- 
dence indicated that Oswald was not even in Dallas on April 23. 

Mrs. Ruth Paine's testimony 

On March 18-19, 196^, Mrs, Paine appeared as a witness before 
the Warren Commission, When the events of April, 19o3 came into 
discussion, she volunteered the "recollection" that she and both 
Osv/alds and their child shaired a picnic in a Dallas park on 
April 20, 1963 and that, on April 24, she took Oswald's baggage 
to a bus station for his departure for New Orleans that evening 
or^ the next morning. (7) 

She said Marina went to stay at her home on that day, April 24, 
and remained there until she drove her to New Orleans on hay 10, 
her husband having found work there. She added that she, Mrs. P, 
went to San Antonio on April 26-28, leaving Marina at her home. 
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In her testimony, Karina had mentioned no "picnic" with 
Mrs. Paine in April or any other time. She had not specified 
when her husband left for 2>few Orleans. 

As with Karina's "Nixon" story, there were no witnesses to 
Mrs. Paine's "recollections . " 3ut the Warren Commission accept- 
ed her statements v;ithout question. They had the effect of 
making Marina's "April 23" incident plausible, at least to the 
extent that Oswald was now asserted to have been in Dallas then. 

No one on the Commission appeared to have been aware that, 
when interviewed right after the assassination (Nov. 27, 1963) 
by FBI agents Hosty and Odum, Mrs. Paine^had told them that "she 
took Marina to her home" on April 11 . I 963 - which was the day 
after the Walker attempt. (8") 

The docum.ents vjhich will now be reviewed v^ill indicate that 
Mrs. Paine told Agents Hosty and Odum the truth, but lied to 
the Warren Commission under oath. 

Oswald's Unemployment Compensation Claims 

April 12, '63 On this date the Dallas UC office received Oswald's 
initial application for unemployment benefits. 

The form, filled out in longhand, has several in- 
dications of forgery, but it was accepted for pro- 
cessing and a copy forwarded to Austin. ( 9 ) 

April 16 , '63 The Austin headquarters found no record of Oswald's 
latest employment by daggers. Chiles, Stoval, the 
photo lab. It was revealed later that this firm's 
records had carried Oswald's UC account with two 
digits of his social security number transposed. 

So payments to UC in his behalf had not been 
credited to his account in Austin's records. 

Thus, on April 16 . Austin mailed him a form reject- 
ing his claim. It was correctly addressed to his 
Neely St. address in Dallas. It was delivered to 
that address on either the l?th or 18th. Oswald 
was not there to receive it. (10) 

However, someone else did pick it up. The Neely 
St. address was crossed out and the forwarding 
address, "757 France St., New Orleans, La." was 
added in longhauid - and the letter was remailed 
to New Orleans. 

The forwarding address is clearly in Mrs. Paine's 
handwriting when compared with the same address 
(but with "Prance" spelled "French") in her address 
book, Comralssion Exhibit 402. (11) 
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Thus, Krs. Paine’s own script, on a letter 
Oswald was not there to receive on April 1? or 
18, belies her testimony that he was in Dallas 
-for a "picnic" on April 20 and to take a bus to 
New Orleauis on April 24. 

The post office in New Orleans was not able to 
deliver the notice forwarded to "Prance St." 

They evidently sent it out on at least two car- 
rier routes that included a "France St." They 
finally mailed it back to Austin, marked "No 
such number? The original notice and its envel- 
ope vrere turned over to the Warren Commission 
by Austin, along with other documents relating 
to his UG claims. (12) 

April 26, '63 On this date Oswald made an initial claim for 

interstate unemployment benefits at the New Or- . 
leans Division of Unemployment Security. He 
had not received the rejection notice from Austin 
and, as of this date, did not know his claim had 
been questioned there. (I 3 ) 

April 29, '63 On this date he returned to the New Orleans UC 

office and filled out various forms, one of which 
was a "request for reconsideration" of his status. 
He noted that two digits in his social security 
number had been transposed in the photo lab rec- 
‘ ords. (14) 

(Only Mrs. Paine had. seen the rejection form from 
Austin. Yet, between April 26 and 29, Oswald had 
learned of the rejection and the error that caused 
it. Mrs. Paine testified that she went to "San 
Antonio" on April 26, 27, 28. Obviously, Mrs. 

Paine and Oswald had been in touch in that period.) 

In flllln-T out the above form, Oswald wrote "757 
France St." as his address - the same incorrect 
street name Krs. Paine had used for his forwarding 
address. When a copy of the form was forwarded to 
Austin they checked the error and mailed Oswald a 
form approving his claim to "757 France St." This 
mall was also undeliverable in New Orleans and was 
returned to Austin. 

/ 

His use of the "Prance St." address on the 29th 
indicated that Oswald had not yet gone to his 
imcle's home on French St, •vhen he did arrive 
there around May 1, he phoned from a bus station 
and told the Hurretts he had arrived Dallas 
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that same day. That evening Mr, Murrett drove 
him to the bus station to pick up baggage he had 
checked there. Oswald did not want his uncle and 
aunt to know he had been in New Orleans for two 
weeks . 

April 29, '63 In other forms Oswald filled out on this date, he 
himself ansv/ers the question as to v/hether he had 
been in Dallas on Aoril 23 . Since he had no evi- 
dent reason to falsify on this occasion, and knew 
he would get no payments if he were caught doing 
so by the UG authorities, one can suppose he wrote 
the truth: 

1. In answer to the question, "When did you arrive 
here?" he wrote, " April 12 ." (16) 

2. Asked to indicate on how many of the past seven 
days he had been in New Orleans “able to work 
and available for work," he wrote in all seven, 
beginning with April 23 and ending with the 

29 th. (17) 

Prom Oswald ’ s ' ovm statements, the history of the rejection 
notice mailed from Austin on April I 6 , and Krs. Paine's original 
statement to Agents Hosty and Odum, it would appear that the tak- 
ing of Oswald's baggage to the Dallas bus station and Marina's 
removal to Mrs. Paine's home occurred on April 11 . not April 24. 

By the same token, Karina's "Nixon" story on April 23 was pat- 
ently false. 


The motive for the "April 23" deception 

Anyone who had detected these perjuries during the first five 
months of 1964, while the Warren Commission investigations pro- 
ceeded, would have been baffled by them. They had no purpose. 
April 23 had no evident significance in relationship to the JFK 
assassination. 

Although no one on the Commission staff seemed to believe I-.ar- 
ina's "Nixon" yarn, no one seemed to express the least curiosity 
as to why she would invent the lie. But the "Nixon" story filled 
in an aw;<ward blank space in April, I 963 , so it was made a part 
of ^ the official record. Except for the persistence of an FBI 
te^ in Dallas, its purpose might have remained an enigma. 

Ever since the assassination the FBI had been trying without 
success to pinpoint the origin of President Kennedy's junket to 
Texas that included the Dallas motorcade. No one seemed to know 
how the idea got started. 
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In late May of 1964 FBI agents finally hit pay dirt via a 
study of Dallas newspapers for I 963 on microfilm. Their report 
filed on Jime 1, 1964, reflected that, on Arril 23 . 1963, Vice 
President Lyndon Johnson had visited the city to address a NASA 
convention at the Trade Mart - the same auditorium at v/hich JFrC 
was to have spoken on Nov.. 22, I963. 

After his speech he held a news conference for local editors 
and politicians in v/hich he stressed his hope for a Presidential 
visit to Dallas at an early date. (18) A reference to this news 
conference in the Dallas TIMES HEdALD of Sept, 13 , 1963 credited 
LBJ with launching the Kennedy visit on this occasion. (I 9 ) 

Though not highly publicized at first, this was taken to be 
the genesis of the Nov. 22 visit to Dallas. It was a documented 
contradiction to LBJ's constant public assertions ever since the 
assassination that he had opposed the Kennedy visit to Texas 
from the beginning. 

The "Nixon" story in the spotli?:ht 

Immediately after the release of this revelation, and well be- 
fore it could be digested and interpreted by the Commission and 
the media, Karina Oswald was hastily recalled to the witness 
stand to tell her "Unbelievable" story about "April 23" in the 
world news spotlight. 

On June 11, 1964 she took the witness stand again (20) and 
was defensive from the beginning, protesting too frequently that 
she was telling the truth. She startled her interrogator at the 
outset by saying, "I did not think up this incident with Nixon 
myself." (21) 

Her story was substantially the same as it had been in Febru- 
ary, and just as implausible. She asseted that "Nixon" was the 
only Vice President she had ever heard of, so supposed he was 
the “Vice President" her husband allegedly wanted to shoot on 
April 23 . 

When questioned about other events in April that Mrs. Paine 
had told about, Karina still remembered no picnic on April 20, 
and her account of Oswald's departure from Dallas for New Orleans 
differed from Krs. Paine's in every important respect. 

r The uncritical Commission bought her story. But her o\’fn state 
ments didn't make it clear enough v/hat the "Nixon" affair really 
meant. It became the function of Commission Counsel Rankin to 
spell it out for the record; 

That Nixon was no where near Dallas on April 23, but Vice Pres 
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dent Lyndon Johnson was. Thus it follov;ed that it was LBJ that 
Lee Oswald (by now identified as the assassin of President Ken- 
nedy) intended to kill on April 23 . seven months earlier. 

Powerful forces behind the scenes of the Warren Commission 
had been preparing to advance this proposition (if it became 
necessary) since back in February, 1964, when the "Nixon" story 
first surfaced. These were forces able to suborn the perjury 
of star witnesses right under the nose of the Commission. 

The FBI report of June 1 made the revelation "necessary." 

Its prompt effect, with the help of wide publication, was to 
completely obliterate the implications to be drawn from discovery 
that LBJ had launched the idea for the Texas visit on Aoril 23, 
1963. 

A classic strategy of conspirators in a political murder to 
avoid suspicion (literally the only sure strategy) had worked 
again: 

"No individual will participate in a murder conspiracy of 
which he himself is an intended victim." 

* ♦ * 

This outline of the "April 23" deception only identifies the 
players of the leading roles in the scenario. Several other per- 
sons involved in the deception are identifiable in the Commission 
records . 

The trail of investigation would lead to the FBI in Washington 
and certainly to the staff of the Warren Commission. For various 
efforts v/ere made to back-date Karina's first mention of the "Nix- 
on" incident to as early as 14, 196<^, and Mrs, Paine's "recol 

lections" about April to an even earlier date. 

Before its publication in the Commission volumes, Hosty and 
Odum's report of Nov. 27, 1963 was "corrected" to show two ev^ts 
in .^pril following the item that Mrs. Paine took Marina to her 
home on the 11th. Both the "picnic" on the 20th and Oswald's 
departure on the 24th were made to conform to Mrs. Paine's testi- 
mony in March, 1964. 

In short, the "April 23" deception provides a wide open door 
for new investigation leading to the core of the John P. Kennedy 
assassination conspiracy. 


• « • 


Reseeu'ch report by 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION . r o iti »nr 

!m 5 8 o7 6H’15 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20535 

DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
October 31, 1975 


7c 


Dear 

Your letter of October 16, 1975, to the 
Attorney General regarding the medical report of the 
autopsy of President John F. Kennedy has been referred 
to me for reply. 

The report you mention in your letter is in 
the custody of the National Archives euid Records Service. 
You may desire to direct a letter to Mr. James B. Rhoads, 
Archivist of the United States, Seventh and Pennsylvania 
Avenue, Washington, D, C. 20408, concerning access to 
the report. 




Sincerely yours. 


Clarence M. Kelley J 
Director / 

Ir Assistant Attorney General (Enclosure - copy of incoming) 
Criminal Division 


cn'-- 


10JLrJ± 


1 


i ■' '■ t 


1 36 . NOV 5 1975 

R.A J. 


1 D 




mi 



UNIVERSITY OF CALIFUKNTa, j^OS ANGELES 


BERKELEY • DAVIS • IRVINE • LOS ANOELES • RI\'ERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAX FBANCZSGO 


SANTA BARBARA • SANTA CRLT 


Attorney General of The United States 
Edward Levi 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Sir; 


I understand that the report of medical experts who examined physical 
evidence pertaining to the John Kennedy autopsy is now available to tl 
public. I refer to the report summarized in the New York Times 17:1, 
January 17, 1969, authored by Doctors W.H. Games, R.H. Morgan, A.R. 
Morwitz, and R.S. Fisher. 


How may I get a copy? 
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Honorable John V. Twiney 
United States Senate 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

Dear Senator: 

Tour Gommsilcatlon transalttlnc 

|has be«» referred to 

assassination of foraer Presic 


'QgOBti'-'- 


tragsglttln^ 


a letter froi 
letter concerns 
nnedy. 



70 

T!ub authors who have criticizea the conclusions of the 
Uarreo Cocmisslon do not claim to have any significant new evidence, 
so far as we are aware. Rather, their criti cl stas and t^mands for a 
new Inquiry ^re based upon different conclusions they have drawn 
from parts of the same body of evidence that was examined by the 
Commission. The Commission nde a thorou^ Inquiry and detailed 
analysis of the fhcts concerning ^e assassination and the evidence 
aa^ly supports the basic conclusions of the Coaalsslon. We know 
of no evidence which supports a conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald 
did not assassinate President Kennedy. 

As you know, when President Ford was questioned by the 
press as to whether be felt It would be In the national Interest 
to re-open the assassination Investigation he pointed out that 
as a member of the Warren Coeralsslw he knew a good deal about the 
Hearings and the Report. He then stated that a staff member had 
advised him that while no new evidence has come up, there are some 
new developments — not evidence but new developments -- that might 
Justify a new Investigation to lay aside any <toubts to which those 
developments srfght have given rise. He then said: 

If those particular developments could be fully 
Investigated without re-opening the whole natter 
that took us (the Warren Comislon) 10 months to 
conclude, I think some responsible group or 
organization ought to do so l»it not to re-open all 
of the other aspects because I think they were 
X ^ thorou^ly covered by the Warren Commission. 

McNemar 
Thornburgh 
OLA Room 1139 


m2 




JOHN V. TUNNEY 
CALIFORNIA 


'^CnHcb ^QTtaie 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20f 10 


Respectfully referred to; 


Department of Justice 
Constitution Ave and 10th St.NW 
Washington, D.C. 20530 


Enclosure from: 



Re : 


I would appreciate your assistance with the enclosed request. 
Any information which you may be able to furnish will be most 
welcomed. 

Please send the information; 

/ • / 


Directly to person making request being sure to 
return this form and the original correspondence 
to my office. ^ 

/■;// /k/c2,uiJ i-l-.- 

^ office of Senator John V. Tunney 

3210 DSOB 

Washington, D.C. 20510 

Thank you for your time and effort in helping me be more 
responsive to the needs of my constituents, A 



Dieted States Senator 


JVT/pt 


i.'; '3 JO 


Ot-PTC’l OF I^rSL.'^/T'AFFAtRS 



— - - 



d&.ac- 3\r 
# 
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-1 V 

' ' «s V\ V vJomA Ccx«rty.\ssy3AS, (C^, do Wl Ahci 
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eft \ ^ ^rvW^oo. 
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KoRorable Frank Hortsn 
Itouse of Representatives 
Uashlngtofl, D. C* 2051S 

Dear Congressoan Horton: 


/^f-/ 


F • fry lDr‘1976 



Yonr oofiBaualcatl^^^nsg^Ing a letter 
has been referred to letter cona 

^ f#™- M» F. Ke»>4r. 

The anthors ntio have criticized the ooneltslons of the 
Marren Cooalssion do net dais to have any significant nen evidence* 
so far as we are aware. Rather* their aiticisas and deannds fbr a 
new inquiry are based q>on different conclusions they have (h'awn 
frtm parts of the sane body of evidence that was exaeiiuKi by tiie 
Coanissioii. The CMuission nade a thorough inquiry and detailed 
analysis of the fhcts concerning the assassination and the evidence 
aaply sie>ports the b»ic oonclintions of the Coonlssion. ife know 
of no evidence which supports a conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald 
did not assassinate President Kennedy. 

As you know* when President Ford was questioned by the 
press as to whether he felt it would be in the national interest 
to re>open the assassination investigation he pointed out that 
as a newber of the Marren Coaarissim he knew a good deal about the 
Hearings and the Report. He then stated that a staff nenber had 
advised hia that while no new evidence has coae up* there art soae 
new developeants — not evidence but new developa^s — that night 
Justly a new investigation to lay aside any doiA>ts to which those 
developaents night have given rise. He then said: 



If those particular developaents could be fully 
investigated without re-opening the whole natter 
that took us (the Harrm CoaMision) 10 nonths to 
conclude* I think soae responsible group or 
organization wght to do so but not to re-open all 
of the other aspects because I think they were 
thoFou^^ly covered by the Harren Comission. 


£ile^ 

Tayloe 
Thornburgh 
OLA Rooa 1139 


2 


Mtaen asl»d wheth«r h€ would appoint, fbr Instance, a task force from 
the Department of Justice to look Into the new developments or If he 
would rather have It done by an Independent organization, ^e 
fres1<tent said that In light of his former membership on the Warren 
Commission It might be better to have It done by somebody not appointed 
by him. 

X hope that this Infonatlon Is of assistance to you In 
responding to your constituent. 

Sincerely, 


RICHARD 1. 1H0RN6URGH 
Assistant Attorn^ General 
Criminal Dlvislmi 




FRANK hORTOw 

U^. KPftpDrrATTVC 
* S4n Oiv'«HCT or Nn m 



WASHmGTOf*-:”*^: 
2229 RaTTC IM 
** WunpriM. ,0519 

(00 iS-Mlt 


COHUrnB: 

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
RANKING MINORfTY MEMBER 

tMVlO A LOVCNHEfM 
AOMmoriArTvi Asmrm ^ 


of tfje ZKrnUiJ ^tatesl 

^ouit oi 3l^epre«(entattbes( 

, , ea««l)inBHm, 38.C. 20515 

»■' v'" 

' - ■ ..-April 27 
;•• \ 19 76 


MSTViCT CmCESl 
314 Federal BoB-Dun 
RoaosTit. New York 14114 
(710 2Q4Z70 

Watis Coom Omet Bohams 
Ltohs. Ntv Yokr 


Honorable Edward Levi 
Attorney General 
Depaortment of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 


Dear Mr. Levi; 

In behalf of constituent, vrho is 
identified in the attached letter 
copy, I should like to reouest 
your consideration of this natter. 

Thank you for ’-’hatever infornation 
and assistance you can provide. I 
look forward to your reply. 

’ith kindest personal regards, i an 


nincerely , 






'Frank Horton 


23 1976 


1 

» 


0Ml'h£MT OF iuST!CE| B 

■> h 

V 

2 


''T.L 3¥J 9m 






CRlVi'.n*U-GEM CRIME SEC, 


j"' r i\. j , 


The Honorable FrankoHocton 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 

My dear Mr. Horton, 

I am a sophomore at Palmyra-Macedon Central High 
School. I have recently become aware of the controversy 
concerning President John F. Kennedy's assassination. 

I personally don't think that the Warren Commission was 
completely correct in its findings, but that is not for 
me to decide. There is a lot of evidence supporting a 
conspiracy (i.e. the time between the first and last shots, 
as shown by the Zapruder film, and a number of witnesses 
who said they saw a puff of smoke in the grassy knoll). 

I would like to see a new investigation opened by 
a government-backed, independant agency with subpoena 
power. This would clear up a lot of things. If they found 
the Warren Commission to be correct, it would prove to 
the skeptics that Lee Harvey Oswald was the lone assassin. 
If they disprove the Warren Commission and a conspiracy 
were discovered, we might uncover a huge cover-up involving 
a large number of important people. 

In any event, a new investigation tsunecessary and 
would be beneficial in that we would learn the truth, 
once and for all. 






Your letter to Presidwjt Ford concerning the assassination 
of former Presi^nt John F, Kennedy has been referred to «e. 


The authors who have criticized the conclusions of the 
Warren Commission do not claim to have any significant new evidence, 
so far as we are aware. Rather, their criticisms and demands for a 
new inquiry are based upon different conclusions they have drawn 
from parts of the same body of evidence that was examined by the 
Commission. The Commission made a thorough inquiry and detailed 
analysis of the facts concerning the assassination and the evidence 
an^ly supports the basic conclusions of the Comnission. We know 
of no evidence which supports a conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald 
did not assassinate President Kennedy. 

As you may know, when President Ford was questioned by the 
press as to whether he felt it would be in the national interest 
to re-open the assassination investigation he pointed out that 
as a mBRd}er of the Warren Commission he knew a good deal about the 
Hearings and the Report. He then stated that a staff member had 
advised him that while no new evidence has come up, there are some 
new developments ~ not evidence but new developments — that might 
Justify a new Investigation to lay aside any doubts to which those 
developments might have given rise. He then said: 

If those particular developments could be fully 
investigated without re-opening the whole matter 
that took us (the Warren Coitmision) 10 months to 
conclude, I think some responsible group or 
organization ought to do so but not to re-open all 
of the other aspects because I think they were 
/ thoroughly covered by the Warren Commission. 


Tayloe 

Thoimburgh 



When asked whether he would appoint, for Instance, a task force from 
the Department of Justice to look Into the new developments or If he 
would rather have It done by an Independent organization, the 
President said that In ll^t of his former membership on the Warren 
Conmlsslon It might be better to have It done by somebody not appointed 
by him. _ . 

. I hope that this Information Is of assistance to you. 

' . .... X - Slitterely, 


RICHARD L. THORNBURGH 
Assistant Attorney General 
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Your Tetter to Mrs, Ford concerning the assassination of 
former President Kennedy has been referred to me. You are writing 
a paper on the assassination and would llice Information regarding 
the controversies which have developed concerning this event* 

1 regret that the Department of Justice (toes not have any 
materials available for distribution on this subject* 

As I am sure you are aware many authors have criticized 
the conditions of the Warren Conmlsslon* These authors do not 
claim to have any significant new evidence, so far as we are aware. 
Rather, their criticisms and desands for a new Inquiry are based 
upon different conclusions they have drawn from parts of the same 
body of evidence that was exmiilned by the Comnlsslon. The Connlsslon 
made a thorough Inquiry and detailed analysis of the facts concerning 
the assassination and the evidence amply supports the basic conclus1(wis 
of the Commission. We know of no evidence which supports a conclusion 
that Lee Harvey Osumld did not assassinate President Kennedy. 

As you know, when President Ford was questioned by the 
press as to Wiether he felt It would be In the national Interest 
to re-open the assassination Investigation he pointed out that 
as a me^r of the Warren Commission he knew a good deal about the 
Hearings and the Report. He then stated that a staff member had 
advised him that while no new evidence has come up. there are some 
new developments — not evidence but new developments — that might 
Justify a new Investigation to lay aside any doubts to which those 
developments might have given rise. He then said: 

If those particular developments could be fully 
Investigated without re-opening the whole matter 
that took us (tiw Warren Comnislon) 10 months to 
conclude* 1 think some responsible group or 
X organization ought to do so but not to re-open all 

of the other aspects because I think they were 
thoroughly covered by the Warren Commission. 


£il£s3 

Imppi 1 i tteri 
Thron^^^^ 






When asked whether he would appoint, for Instance, a task force from 
the Department of Justice to look Into the new developments or If he 
would rather have It done by an Independent organization, the 
President said iiiat In light of his former mentershlp on the Vfarren 
Commission It might be better to have It done by somebody not appointed 
by him. 


X hope that this Information Is of assistance to you. 

Sincerely, 


RICHARD L. THORNBURGH 
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 
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NOTE 

Prompt action is essential 

If more than 72 hours’ delay is encountered, 
please telephone the undersigned immediately. 
Code 1450. 
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draft reply, memorandum, or comment is re- 
quested. 
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Mrs . Ford 
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To: 

From: 

Date: April 20, 1976 

Subiect: She would like information from the Warren Commission 
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Mrs,. Elizabeth M. O'Neill 
Director of Correspondence > 

for Mrs. EorA>,.r:,;^i^_Qp.7 S£G. 
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(Department or Agency copy) 
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Your letter to Attorney General Levi concerning the 
assassination of former President John F, Kennedy has been eeferred 
to me. You feel that the Inquiry by the Warren Conmlsslon was completely 
fraudulent because of comment by other authors. 

The authors who have criticized the conclusions of the ' 

Warren Commission do not claim to have any significant new evidence* 
so far as we are aware. Rather, their criticisms and demands for a 
new Inquiry are based upon different conclusions they have drawn 
from parts of the same body of evidence that was examined by the 
Comnlsslon. The Commission made a thorough Inquiry and detailed 
analysis of the facts concerning the assassination and the evidence 
amply supports the basic conclusions of the Commission. We know 
of no evidence which supports a conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald 
did not assassinate President Komedy. 

As you know, wh«t President Ford was questioned by the 
press as to whether he felt It would be In the national Interest 
to re-open the assassination Investigation he pointed out that 
as a meRiMr of the Warren Commission he knew a good deal about the 
Itearings and the Report. He then stated that a staff member had 
advised him that while no new evidence has come up, there are some 
new developments — not evidence but new developments that might 
justify a new Investigation to lay aside any doubts to which those 
developments might have given rise. He thm said: 

If those particular developments could be fully 
Investigated irfthout re-opening the whole matter 
that took us (the Warren Commislon) 10 months to 
conclude, I think some responsible group or 
organization ought to do so but not to re-open all 
of the other aspects because I think they were 
thoroughly covered by the Warren Commission. 


■£1-1 es) 

Impel 1 itteri 
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When asked whether he would appoint* for Instance^^ task force from 
the Department of Justice to look Into the new developments or If he 
would rather have It done by an Independent organization* the 
President said that In light of his former menfcershlp on the Warren 
Commission It might be better to have It done by somebody not appointed 
by him. 


The Attorney General appreciates the Interest of concerned 
citizens like yourself who express their vlet^. Thank you for 
writing. 


Sincerely* 


GEORGIA McNEMAR 

Attorney* Legislation and Special 
Projects Section 
Criminal Division 
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Your letter to the Attorney General concerning several 
subjects has been referred to me. 

With regard to gun control, for your Information, I am 
enclosing copies of two staten«nts of President Ford on June 19, 

1975, In which he expressed opposition to the registration of guns 
and gun owners. 

I am also enclosing a copy of the Adhilnl strati on's proposed 
gun control bill, together with a section by section analysis, which 
was submitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, as 
well as the Attorney General 's testimony on the subject of gun control 
before the Subcooinlttee to Investigate Juvenile Delinquency on July 
22. 1975. 



The Attorney General appreciates the Interest of those 
who express their opinions and suggestions on matters which are 
of vital concern to our Nation. The agencies which are charged 
with maintaining law and order need the assistance of all people 
In order to accomplish their task. 

Sincerely, 


GEORGIA McNEmR 

Attorney, Legislation and Special 
Projects Section 
Criminal Division 


mes \ 
Tayloe 
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